278 CONCLUSION
While argument raay be had (at great length given the dearth of reliable evidence) concerning the extent to which the Mathematica demonstration of bias in the matched sample methodology can be generalized, the study does highlight two separate problems in net-impact estimations using a matched comparison groups
 1.	the extent to which employment programs recruit or attract
participants who differ from eligible nonparticipants in ways that ms
affect subsequent earnings? and
 2.	the extent to which such differences can be detected and
controlled using available demographic or preprogram earnings data.
For the latter problem youths presents a particularly difficult case
for any match strategy because preprogram earnings data are either no
extant or not reliable indicators of the uncontrolled variables that
are of interest to program evaluators.12
Estimates of the rnagnitude and direction of the bias in matched-group evaluations are only available for the one youth progra (Supported Work) whose experimental data were reanalyzed by Mathematica. From this reanalysis we have an elegant demonstration that commonly used "match" strategies would have yielded an inappropriately negative evaluation (where the experimental data indicate that the program had a null impact) . There is an obvious temptation to leap from this one result to the assumption that biases equal in magnitude and direction affect all other "match group" studies. The available evidence, however, is not sufficient to warra such a sweeping generalization. Until the methodological point is clarified by expanding on the provocative paradigm provided by the Mathematica analysts, there is considerable uncertainty äs to the extent to which this finding will generalize to other program evaluations involving different populations of youths« Providing the requisite data will take a renewed commitment to conducting the randomized experiments needed to make estimates of the magnitude and direction of the biases involved in common matching strategies.
12In contrast, for adult women receiving Aid to Families with Dependent Children, it is apparently possible to control for such differences. Weifare payments are known, and preprogram earnings are much better indicator for adults than they are for youths, and they c be used both in selecting a matched comparison sample and äs a contrc variable in the net-impact estimation.  Finally, the trend in preprogram earnings can be used to test for "creaming88 or other samp] selection biases that can be removed from the estimates.

